
TOWN OF ACTON

Building Department

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

To: Board of Selectmen Date: November 8, 2006

From: Garry A. Rhodes, Building Commissioner

Subject: 2 School
Site Plan

Street, 127-131 Main Street
Special Permit/Special Permit #09/15/06-410 (Ashton)

The Applicant is proposing to re-develop the property known as Exchange Hall. Exchange
Hall will beconvertedinto a 173 seatrestaurant with a function hall serving 225 patrons. The
existing residentialbuilding identified as127 Main Streetwill be razed to make way for a nineteen
space parking lot.

Staff comments wereprovided to theApplicantandthe planshavebeen revised to address
most of the engineering concerns but not the operational concerns. When this re-development
wasoriginally proposed it includeda fifty-one space parking lot on this site and an adjoining site.
The proposal now includes only a nineteen space parking lot. The traffic study does not reflect
what happens when patrons have to leave the parking lot because there are only nineteen parking
spaces. Staff anticipates there will be extensive delays on Main Street and possible gridlock on
site. Unfortunately, I do not believe the Transportation Advisory Committee had the advantage of
seeing the traffic study before they provided their comments. Staff recommends the traffic study
be expanded to reflect the real impact of this proposal before the Board reaches its decision. If the
Board requires an updated traffic study, I will forward the new traffic study to the Transportation
Advisory Committee to review.



TOWN OF ACTON
472 Main Street

Acton, Massachusetts 01720
Telephone(978) 264-9636

Fax (978)264-9630
planning~acton-ma.gov

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

To: Don Johnson, Town Manager Date: October 19, 2006

Revised: November 3, 2006

From: Kristin K. Alexander,AICP, AssistantTownPlanner

Subject: 2 School St., 127-131 Main St. Site Plan Special Permit & Special Permit,
#09115/06-410

The Planning Department has reviewed the revised plan for 2 School StJ127-131 Main St.
(dated 10/30/06) and the applicant’s responseletter to staffcomments (also dated 10/30/06).
The Planning Department’s comments on the revised plan and letter are below in bold italics.
Staff wrote “Addressed” when the applicant adequately addressed an initial comment

Staff hasreviewedthe2 School St., 127-131Main St. SitePlan SpecialPermitandSpecialPermit
application. Theapplicantis proposingcommercial,office, andresidentialusesfor thesite. The
Acton MasterPlanandZoning Bylaw encouragea mix of usesin theTown’s villages. Theuses
proposedappearto beappropriatefor thesite, shoulddrawpeopleto SouthActon Village, andwill
hopefullypromotefurtherdevelopmentactivity in thearea. Thesearegoalsof theActonMasterPlan
andSouthActon Village Plan. The proposalwould alsorestorethefocalpoint of SouthActon Village
- ExchangeHall. ExchangeHall (2 SchoolStreet)is oneofthe mostsignificantbuildingsin Acton
becauseof its history and architecture.TheAbramJoneshouse(129-131Main Street)shouldalso
berestoredaspartof theproposal.The 127 Main Streetresidentialbuilding is proposedto berazed.
All threebuildingsarelocatedin theSouthActon Historic District andfall underthejurisdictionof the
Acton HistoricDistrict Commission.The Townencouragesthepreservationand restorationof
structuresdeemedhistorically significant. Changeshavebeenproposedto improvesitedesignas
well. Thesechangesaregenerallypositiveandcompatiblewith thesurroundingarea. However,staff
hasconcerns,primarily relatedto vehicularandpedestriancirculation,andtheyarelisted below.

1. On page2 of the8/23/06letterfrom theapplicantto theSelectmen,it statesthatthetotal area
of the lots is 39,911 squarefeet(0.92acres).SheetsI and5 ofthe Planstatethetotal
combinedareaas30,911squarefeet Staffagreeswith the lot areashownon the Plan.
Addressed

2. Staffhasnot seenthearchitecturaldrawingsor a traffic analysisfor thesite. Theyshouldbe
submittedfor review.
Arch itectura! drawings —

• Floor plans were not submitted for three out of the four floors of Exchange Hall.
• Architectural drawings/floor plans were not submitted for 129/131 Main Street.

Planning Department
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Traffic analysis—
• The traffic analysis was conducted assuming that the School Street driveway

would be full access (two-way traffic) and the Main Street driveway would be a
right turn only exit (one-way traffic). This is the opposite of what was proposed
by the applicant A new traffic analysis should be conducted that reflects the
10/30/06 Plan. The new traffic analysis can then also use the correct number of
seats proposed for each use in Exchange HaIl: 173 restaurant seats and 225
function hall seats.

• The traffic analysis used the Institute of Transportation Engineer’s (ITE’s) Trip
Generation Land Use Code for a “High Turnover (Sit Down) Restaurant” for the
proposed restaurant in Exchange Hall. This assumption results in probably a
worst case/maximum traffic scenario for the restaurant Staff would have used
the Land Use Code for a “Quality Restaurant” for both the proposed restaurant
and function hail.

3. In theZoningSummaryTableon Plan Sheet5, changetherequiredsideandrearsethacksto
10 feet. Addressed

4. Basedon theActon Zoning Bylaw requirements,41 spacesminimumarerequiredfor the
restaurantand40spacesminimumarerequiredfor thefunctionhall. The ParkingSummary
Tableon PlanSheet5 shouldbechangedaccordingly. Addressed

5. It is statedin theParkingSummaryTableon Plan Sheet5 that23 spaceswill beprovidedon-
site. This statementis accurateonly for traffic arriving before5:00 PM eachweekday.After
5:00 PM onweekdays,four of thesespacescannotbe usedfor parkingastheybecomevalet
parking pick up anddropoff areas.TheParkingSummaryTableshouldbechangedto reflect
theshift in availablespacesbetweendaytimeandnighttimehoursand thetotal numberof
spacesshouldbereducedfrom 148spacesto 144 spaces.Addressed

6. At leastoneparkingspace,or maybetwo, shouldbereservedon-sitefor theapartment
resident(s).Addressed

7. Staff recommendsthattheapplicantconsiderreversingthe traffic circulationpatternto
clockwisein therearof thesite (behindExchangeHall). Reversingthetraffic patternwould
provideanexit for all traffic enteringtherearparkinglot if all spaceswereoccupied,and
provideashorterrouteto the site’sexit for thevaletparkingserviceon theeastsideof
ExchangeHall. Addressed
Is there a north facing “Do Not Enter” sign proposed on the east side of the property
where the traffic coming from the rear parking lot (heading south) meets the traffic
entering the site from School Street (heading north), so the traffic from the parking lot
does not try to exit the site via the School Street access drive? If not, please show one
on the Plan.

8. Regardlessof theoff-site parkingarrangements,theprojectwould greatlybenefitandbemore
viable if parkingon-sitewasincreased.On-sitetheprojectdoesn’tevenhavehalf theparking
spacesneededfor therestaurant,office andresidence.Peoplewho havelimited time to sit
down andeatlunch maychoosearestaurantwith plentyof on-siteparkingversusarestaurant
wherethey haveto parkdownthe street. Theapplicantshouldpursueand/orresolve
agreementswith neighboringpropertiesto allow additionalparking to beconstructedandused
on theeasementfor thesite northof 12 and20 SchoolStreet.
Staff has read the applicant’s response but is still concerned about the viability of the
project due to the minimal amount of parking on-site. Staff strongly recommends that
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the applicant continue to work to try and resolve this issue with the neighboring
property owners.

9. Signsshouldbepostedin the parkinglot statingwhereadditionalparkingis availableoff-site
for patrons. Addressed

10. Bollards (or similarequipment)shouldbe locatedwhereparkingspacesortravel lanesabut
structuresto provideprotectionto thestructuresandpeopleinsidethestructures.Addressed

11. The sidewalksalongthebuildings arelabeledas5 feetwide. Theyappearto be lessthan5
feetwide whenmeasuredwith a scale. Thesidewalksshouldbewidenedto five feeton the
Plan. Addressed

12. ThereshouldbeAmericanswith DisabilitiesAct (ADA) compliantaccessfrom thepick up and
dropoff valetparkingspacesto theExchangeHall entrancesincepeoplewith disabilitieswill
probablyalsobe usingthis serviceat night andon theweekends.Addressed

13.A sidewalkshouldbeconstructedfrom theMain Streetsidewalknearthecrosswalksto
ExchangeHall, possiblyalongthedrivewayenteringthesite. Addressed

14.The sidewalkin the rearof thesite shouldextendto thedumpstersopeoplecanaccessit.
Addressed

cc: Garry Rhodes,Building Commissioner
PlanningBoard
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Memorandum

TO: GarryRhodes
Building Commissioner

FROM: Hoiiy Ben-Joseph

TransportationAdvisory Committee

DATE: September28, 2006

RE: SitePlanSpecialPermitApplication
ExchangeHall
2 SchoolStreet
August23, 2006

CC: Manager
BoardofSelectmen

At your requesttheTransportationAdvisory Committeehasreviewedtheabove
referencedcomprehensivePermitApplicationandoffersthe following:

TAC is pleasedwith theoverall layout of thesiteandinclusionofa gatheringareawith
plantingand ornamentalfencingat thefront ofthepropertywhichwill enhancethe
historicalbuilding. Pedestrianmovementis facilitatedwell, with existingsidewalks
alongSchoolandMain Streets.Within thesite,sidewalksleadfrom theparkingand
streetto thebuildings. TAC hasaconcernabouttheaccessfrom thenewparkinglot
acrossSchoolStreetandquestionwhetherpeoplewill usethe crosswalkor will they
simplyjaywalkacrossthestreetto getto thenewfacilities.

Regardingtheparkinglayoutanddrives,TAC questionshow thedumpsterbe emptied;
theplanshows2 parkingspacesblockingaccess.Also, wewerealsoqueryingthe
possibility ofremovingtheupper,one-waydrive, (eastoftheupperparkinglot), if it is
not neededfor safety issuesthis additionallandcouldbeusedfor landscapingor afew
additionalparkingspaces.

TAC hasnotedthat mostoftheexistingmaturetreeson sitearebeingremovedbecause
ofnewsite features. Thereis onebeautifulexistinghickorytree that servesasa
landmark(at leasta48” caliper)atthecornerofthepropertywhich is not in thewayof
anynewconstruction. TAC thereforerequeststhatthis treebesavedif possible.



ACTON MUNICIPAL PROPERTIES DEPARTMENT

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

To: GarryRhodes,Building Commissioner Date: 9/29/06

From: DeanA. Charter,Municipal PropertiesDirector

Subject: SitePlan#9/15/06-410,2 SchoolStreet

I havereviewedtheplanssubmittedandvisitedthe abovenotedsite;mycommentsareasfollows:

1. Theplantingplanshowstheuseofplantsnotedas “PM” butthis designationdoesnotappearon the
plantingschedule.Thisissueshouldbe clarified andtheplanor schedulecorrected.

2. Theplan showstheuseof 6 White Spruceand26 CanadianHemlockforbufferplantings. Considering
thepresenceof HemlockWooly Adelgid (HWA) in the areaandits’ impact onHemlockplantings,it
would bebestto usemoreSpruceor otherevergreens,andfewerHemlocks.

3. Theplanshowstheuseof 12 ornamentallshadetreeson thesite, 10 of which areto bethePrincetonclone
ofAmericanElm. Although“Princeton” is designatedashaving “moderateto high” resistancetoDutch
ElmDisease,theuseof somanyElmsis a poorchoice. To quotefrom theManualof WoodyLandscape
Plants:“Theextensiveuseof onetreesuchastheAmericanElm is anexampleof foolhardylandscaping”.
Theplanshouldbeamendedtoprovide for a greaterdiversityof plantings.

4. In generaltheplanis in compliancewith thereducedlandscaperequirementsof the SouthActonVillage
Zone.

5. Due to thefactthat the inclusionof theTown ownedSchoolStreetparkinglot is requiredto meetparking
calculations,a suitableagreementshouldbereachedgoverningthemaintenanceof thelandscapingand
lighting aroundthelot, now providedby the Municipal PropertiesDepartment,andfor snowplowing, to
beprovidedby theHighwayDepartment.



~iatcr~upptp~t~trttt ot ~tton
693 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE

P.O. BOX 953
ACTON, MASSACHUSETTS 01720-0953

JAMES L. DEMING TELEPHONE (978) 263-9107
DISTRICT MANAGER FAX (978) 264-0148

September20, 2006

Mr. GaryRhodes
Building Commissioner
TownHall
472Main Street
Acton,MA 01720

RE: SitePlanSpecialPermit
BluebirdRealtyTrust
2 SchoolStreet,127-131Main Street

DearMr. Rhodes:

I havereviewedthesiteplanproposalfor theredevelopmentofthis propertyand

1. Theapplicanthascalculatedadomesticwaterdemandof11,210GPD. The
averageuseofwateratthecurrentpropertyis 324 GPD. Theapplicantwill
needto file a“WaterImpactReport”asperexistingAWD Guidelines.

2. Theattachedplanshowstwo separateconnectionsfor potablewaterandfire
protection,butno sizesareshown.

3. The existingpropertyimmediatelyto theeastoftheproposedredevelopment
is currentlyservicedby apotablewatersupply line thatextendsfrom that
property. Arrangementswill needto be madeto relocatethatline.

cc: JaneCeraso,EnvironmentalManager
EngineeringDepartment
Municipal PropertiesDepartment

Manager



iNTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION
ActonBoardofHealth- Telephone978-264-9634- Fax978-264-9630

September26, 2006

TO: Garry Rhodes,Building Commi ~ner /‘

FROM: DougHalley,HealthDirect /

SUBJECT: SitePlanSpecialPermit#09/15/06-410— Bluebird RealtyTrust 2
SchoolStreet,127-131 Main Street

TheHealthDepartmenthasreviewedtheplansandmaterialssubmittedfor theabove
mentionedSitePlanSpecialPermit andhavethefollowing comments:

1. Thesetwo propertiesarewithin thepublicsewerserviceareaandhavebeen
assessedatotalbettermentof4.24units (2 SchoolStreet2.17units— 127-131

~ I Main Streetis connectedto the sewersystem
but2 SchoolStreetis not.Dueto thewastewaterrequirementsoftheproposal
prior to occupancybothpropertiesmustconnectto thesewersystem.

2. At the2006ATM TownBylaw ChapterD-10.5.bwaschangedto statethat
theSewerCommissionersmayestablishareasonablefeefor landpreviously
assessedasewerbettermentthat is to be developedto amoreintensiveuse
thanpresentlyallowedby right. It shouldbenotedthattheBylaw previously
statedthat aprivilegefeemaybechargedto landnot previouslyservedby the
sewersystemandnotpreviouslyassessedto theownerofsuchland.

SincethepassageoftheBylaw amendmentandtheapprovaloftheAttorney
Generalthis is thefirst SitePlanSpecialPermitto beconsideredfor approval
whichwill intensify theexistinguse.

TheproposedRestaurantandFunctionHall areusesnot allowedby right
underthezoningbylaw andthereforewill triggerapplicationofthis fee.D-
105.bstatesthatthefeeshall becalculatedbasedon thenumberofSewer
AssessmentUnits (SAU) attributableto the intensifieduseofthelandminus
thenumberof SAU5 originallyassessed.



The proposedrestauranthasawastewaterflow underTitle 5 of35 gallonsper
seatper day.UnderChapterD by formulaan SAU is equalto 300 gallonsper
day.Thereforeeachrestaurantseatis equalto .1167 SAU. As presently
proposedtherestaurantwill have173 seatsandwould beequalto 20.183
SAUs.

TheproposedFunctionHall hasawastewaterflow underTitle 5 of 15 gallons
perseatperday.Applying theSAU equivalencyofChapterD eachfunction
hall seatis equalto .05 SAU. As presentlyproposedtheFunctionHall will
have225 seatsandwouldbeequalto 11.25 SAU’s.

In makingthesecalculationsit shouldbenotedthattheyarebasedonaverage
daily wastewaterflows. FunctionHalls andsometimesRestaurantsarenot
openeveryday. If theapplicantlegallybinds theproposeduseto specificdays
(for instancetheFunctionHall openThursdaythroughSunday,theRestaurant
openTuesdaythroughSunday)theSAUswouldbe modifiedto reflect the
averagewastewaterflow throughthecourseofaweek.

Usingtheaboveexamplewith thecurrentproposedseatingtheFunctionHall
SAUswould be reducedto 6.43 (11.25* 4/7) andtheRestaurantSAUswould
be reducedto 17.30(20.183* 6/7).

~Thevalueofabettermentunit wasestablishedas$12,311.52with theissuance
offinal betterments.If bothusesarein placeeveryday oftheweekthe
privilegefeewouldbe $327,400.25(RestaurantSAUs20.183+ FunctionHall
SAUs11.25— Existing SAUs4.84 * $12,311.52).Usingtheexamplein the
previousparagraphtheprivilegefeewould be $232,564.61(RestaurantSAUs
17.3 + FunctionHall SAUs6.43 — Existing SAUs4.84 * $12,311.52).

As canbe seentheprivilegefeecanvary widelybasedon theuseofthefacility.
However,theHealthDepartmentwould recommendapplyingaprivilegefee
basedon aconsistentuseeverydayunlessa legallybindingmeasurecanbeput
in placelimiting the facility from operatingtheRestaurantorFunctionHall on
specificdays.

3. Prior to occupancyoftheRestauranttheapplicantwill haveto file an
applicationfor aFoodServicePermitwith theHealthDepartmentandprovide
comprehensiveplansdetailingall aspectsofthekitchenandareaswherefood
is servedorprepared.

4. All kitchenwasteswill be requiredto dischargeto anappropriatelysized
greasetankprior to dischargeto thesewersystem.Thegreasetankshallbe
maintainedin accordancewith theTown’s SewerRegulations.



TOWN OF ACTON
472 Main Street

Acton, Massachusetts, 01720
Telephone (978) 264-9628

Fax (978) 264-9630

EngineeringDepartment

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

To: Don P. Johnson, Town Manager Date: October 18, 2006

From: Engineering Department ~

Subject: Site Plan Special Perrr,it’# 09/15/06- 410 Bluebird Realty Trust -2 School Street

and 127,129 & 131 Main Street, Acton MA Exchange Hall

We reviewed the above-mentioned site plan for 2 School Street and 127,129 & 131 Main Street
dated August 24, 2006 and have the following comments.

1. The contractor will be required to apply for a Permit to Construct within a Public Way for
any work shown in the right of way for Main Street or School Street such the reconstructed
drivewayaccesses,sidewalkreconsuction,utilityserviceconnections. etc...

2. The applicant needs to ensure the Town that they can legally install light poles, trees, etc
into the existing 10-foot wide right of way adjacent to 12 School Street.

3. A note should be added to the plans referencing the National Geodetic Vertical Datum that
was used for the elevations shown on the plans. The Town requires the elevations
referenced to the National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929.

4. The engineer needs to submit a hydrologic water balance calculation to demonstrate that
recharge to groundwater will not be reduced due to the post-development conditions as
required in Section 4.3 of the Zoning Bylaw.

5. This office has not received a copy of the traffic impact study for our review and comment.

6. The engineer should show a lane line to be painted on the Main Street access. We
recommend the lane line to start at the stop line and end prior to the first parking space.
This lane line will help to delineate the lanes for vehicles entering & exiting the site.

7. After reviewing the proposed traffic patterns on the site, we recommend a condition that the
applicant be allowed to modify the interior traffic flow patterns once the site is complete and
operational.

8. The engineer should add a note on the plans requiring the traffic arrows shown on the plan
to be painted on the pavement.
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9. There is an existing traffic signal inductor loop in the existing driveway access on Main
Street. Attached is a copy of the plan showing the inductor loops at this intersection. The
signal loop needs to be shown on the plan along with some notes relating to the
construction sequence for the removal & re-installation of this traffic signal loop. The
applicant will need to have qualified personnel (i.e. professional traffic engineer & a traffic
signal maintenance crew) to temporarily disable this loop in the traffic signal controller while
this area is under construction. If not, the damaged (cut) signal loop will always be
requesting a green light for Exchange Hall even if there are no vehicles. This would
especially be a problem during peak AM & PM rush hours when there is already a traffic
backup. The traffic engineer and signal crew will need to re-install a new loop and certify
that is in good condition upon completion of the site work. The applicant will be responsible
to repair any damage to the traffic signal and its components caused by the activity on this
site. The repair will have to be coordinated, supervised & certified by a qualified
professional traffic engineer.

10. The access to Main Street is controlled by the existing traffic signal at this intersection. The
engineer should remove the stop sign (Ri-i) and the word stop labeled along the stop line.
I suggest that the stop line remain so that vehicles do not obstruct the existing sidewalk.

11. We recommend that the engineer add a catch basin in the parking area next to Exchange
Hall by infiltration system #103 prior to the concrete-paver spillway. This would allow an
inlet in the pavement to collect runoff before it discharges onto Main Street. Our concern is
that snow plows will push snow along the edge of the pavement blocking the spillway. As a
result, the pavement runoffwill be diverted onto Main Street causing a potential icing

12. The engineer needs to label the elevation of groundwater relative to the bottom of the
proposed underground infiltration/detention systems on the plans and details. We want to
be sure that the storage capacity is not diminished due to the groundwater table being
higher than the infiltration systems.

13. We suggest that the engineer include some notes on the plans to state the inspection and
maintenance schedule for the on-site drainage system. The engineer should add a
description, in layman’s terms, how to inspect the underground infiltration/detention
systems and determine when these systems are clogged or in need of routine maintenance
or repairs. I want to ensure that the owner of the property clearly understands how to
upkeep their drainage system to minimized the risk of clogging and runoff overflowing onto
Main and School Street.

14. The engineer should add a note to the plans to clean and repair the existing drainage
system, as necessary, in order to facilitate the proposed drainage system (i.e. the 10” clay
drain pipe between the CB-6E & CB-3E.

15. The engineer should show clearly state in the Grading and Drainage Plan that the
subdrain(s) will connect directly to the proposed/existing drainage system. We want to
ensure that the subdrain does not discharge overland across the pavement or any
sidewalks that could cause a potential icing problem for pedestrian or vehicles.
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16. We recommend that the engineer remove the filter fabric from the bottom of the
underground infiltration systems in order to maximize the infiltration capacity of the trench
and to minimize the risk of clogging due to the fine particles being trapped by the filter
fabric. Our recommendation is based upon a conference on Stormwater Improvements for
Low Impact Developments. There was a speaker from the University of New Hampshire
that discussed their results showing an infiltration system that failed within 10 months of the
installation due to the premature clogging of the filter fabric.

17. The table of proposed elevations and the dimensions on the cross section for the
underground detention system should be revised to be consistent. Based on the 24-inch
pipe invert (elev=221 .4) and the elevation for the top of system (elev=223.7), there will only
be 0.3 feet (approx. 3.5-inches) of stone above the drain pipe. The cross-section
dimensions the stone over the pipes to be 12-inches thick. Depending on the top of system
elevation, the engineer should ensure that the depth to the detention system will still
provide the minimum 15-inch separation to allow the full depth of gravel and paving over
the stone.

18. We recommend that the invert of the lower 4-inch diameter orifice in the detention outlet
manhole baffle be changed from elevation 220.4 to 220.2. This would match the inlet invert
so that the outlet pipe from the detention system could completely dewater after a storm
event.

19. There is no pedestrian connection along the Main Street access to the interiorwalkways.
There is a proposed walkway shown along the entrance on School Street.

--20~1-he-ergineer-~needs~toi~emovethe1abeLforthecurb at thedriveway aprons on School
Street to allow for an AAB compliance sidewalk ramps.

21. The engineer should label the maximum allowable cross-slope for the proposed sidewalks
& walkways in accordance with the Architectural Access Board.

22. We recommend that the engineer show the curb and sidewalk to continue behind the
existing catch basin on School Street (CB 1 -E). The sidewalk should then continue toward
the School Street access with a grass strip so that it meets the sideline of the driveway
directly opposite the existing sidewalk in front of 12 School Street.

23. There should be a note on the plans requiring the existing survey monuments such as the
stone bounds and drill holes to be marked in the field prior to construction. There should
also be a note on the plans stating that if these property markers are damaged or destroyed
during construction that the applicant will hire a registered land surveyor to reset the
monuments and certify the new locations.

24. The applicant should label the street addresses for the building on the plans. We want to
minimize the potential risk of confusion, especially during a 911 emergency. The applicant
will need to submit for approval a schematic of the intended street addresses for the two (2)
remaining building along with the numbering scheme for the interior units to the
Engineering, Police and Fire Departments.

25. If the applicant intends to have a sign identifying the complex, the engineer should show
the location of this sign on the plans to ensure that it does not obstruct the driver’s sight
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distance exiting the property.

26. There should be an erosion & sedimentation control note that states the contractor is
responsible to clean-up any sand, dirt or debris which erodes from the site onto any Town
road or private property, and to remove silt or debris that enters any existing drainage
system immediately upon discovery.

27. There should be a note on the plans to prohibit vehicles from blocking the emergency
access to Nylander Way. There should also be a note stating that snow, construction
materials & debris, etc cannot be stockpiled in a manner to obstruct the emergency access.

28. We recommend that an as-built plan showing the buildings, pavement, drainage, walking
path and the utilities be required at the conclusion of construction along with a letter from a
professional engineer certifying that the project was constructed according to the approved
plans.

Cc: Garry Rhodes, Building Commissioner
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